1 It was long believed that Dionysius was the direct source of Quintilian's survey, up to Claussen 1872-3. Since Usener 1889 argued for the independence of Quintilian from Dionysius, and the derivation of both works from a common source going back to the Alexandrian canons, a huge debate has developed, together with the question of the origin and the history of the canons. During the course of this debate, there has been a gradual recognition of a greater space for an autonomous elaboration by Quintilian: the divergences from Dionysius do not exclude the possibility that Quintilian may have made a direct use of his work, integrating it with other sources, both Greek and Roman (including above all Cicero) and with the contributions of his own experience as a Roman reader and intellectual. This is the direction above all of Peterson 1891; Cousin 1935; Tavernini 1953. All the elements to reconstruct the history of the problem, together with a rich bibliography, can be found in Nicolai 1992, 251-322 and especially 320-1. Cf. also Rutherford 1998, 40-2. generally expressed rather grudgingly, 2 are not sufficient to give the survey the character of a reliable testimony to the general opinion of educated people of the period, as regards the values attributed to the works of Greek and Latin literary tradition, or to the overall system of literary genres, irrespective of the specific aim of the development of a better rhetorical style.
It is undoubtedly true that this educational objective is the basic aim behind the whole discussion, and that the judgements expressed by Quintilian on the single authors are formulated mainly, though not exclusively, for this purpose. However, I do not believe that the same can be said about the choice of the authors in the list: in my opinion, the list includes, as a rule, those authors who were considered to be most prestigious in the culture of the time, and for each of them, Quintilian gives the reader his opinion about his usefulness for the creation of the rhetorical style. Otherwise, it would not be possible to explain the presence of various authors who, according to Quintilian's explicit statements, are of no use for the orator.
